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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^3 Claim(s) 48 and 50-116 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 48 and 50-116 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This Office Action is responsive to Applicant's amendment and request for 
reconsideration of application 09/845,396 filed on January 17, 2008. 
The claims remain as submitted on January 18, 2007. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 48 and 50-116 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Patent No. 6,826,542 B1 to Virgin et al. (further referred to as 
Virgin), and further in view of US Pub No 2003/0167229 A1 to Ludwig et al. (further 
referred to as Ludwig). 

Regarding claims 48, 50-71 and 116, Virgin discloses a process for online 
invoice presentment and processing (columns 1-14; particularly column 3, lines 52-58), 
comprising: 

a) generating at a biller entity an invoice for a service rendered to a customer 
entity (column 3, lines 54-56; Figure 4); 
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b) making information on the invoice electronically available to first and second 
users associated to the customer entity, the first user being associated with a first 
customer computing unit and the second user being associated with a second customer 
computing unit (column 2, lines 43-49; column 10, lines 25-56); 

including enabling users to approve and authorize the invoice based on 
respective invoice handling privileges assigned by the customer to the user (column 10, 
lines 32-56; column 11, lines 6-23; column 13, lines 21-36); 

where an identifier is processed to determine if users have invoice approval and 
authorization privileges (column 11, lines 6-23); 

transmitting over the communications network from the second customer 
computing unit to the biller entity payment remittance information including data 
selected from the set consisting of a credit card number, an authorization to debit a 
bank account, wire transfer information, direct deposit information and an indication that 
a check will be mailed (Figure 1 1 ; column 14, lines 48-54). 

Virgin does not disclose transmitting over a communications network from the 
first customer computing unit to the biller entity a first data element indicating that the 
first user has approved the invoice and transmitting over the communications network 
from the second customer computing unit to the biller entity a second data element 
indicating that the second user has authorized payment of the invoice. 

However, Virgin does disclose enabling invoicers to view the payment status, 
such as partially approved and approved within the multi-level rule-based routing 
process (column 2, lines 43-54). 
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Further, Ludwig discloses transmitting over a communications network from the 
first customer computing unit to the biller entity a first data element indicating that the 
first user has approved the invoice and transmitting over the communications network 
from the second customer computing unit to the biller entity a second data element 
indicating that the second user has authorized payment of the invoice (pages 1-22, 
specifically such as page 14, paragraph 96; page 19, paragraph 124; page 21, 
paragraphs 137 and 139; page 22, paragraph 143). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the authorization process for an online invoice as disclose by Virgin to adapt the 
use of notifying a biller of invoice authorization progress as disclosed by Ludwig. The 
motivation would be to provide a means of tracking the progress of obtaining invoice 
approvals where the invoicer is not required to take the active step of reviewing the 
status (Virgin requires active viewing of approval/authorization steps whereas Ludwig 
provides automatic notification of each successive approval/authorization step). 

Regarding claims 72-96, Virgin discloses a process (columns 1-14), comprising: 

a) rendering a service to a customer entity (column 1, lines 21-28); 

b) generating an invoice for the service (column 3, lines 54-56; Figure 4); 

c) making available to first and second users associated to the customer entity 
an electronic document providing information on the invoice (column 2, lines 43-49; 
column 10, lines 25-56); 
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d) providing in the electronic document a user interface control, the user interface 
control providing a first input option to approve the invoice and a second input option to 
authorize payment of the invoice, the second input being distinct from the first input 
option (column 2, lines 43-61; column 10, lines 27-56; column 11, lines 6-23; column 13, 
lines 21-36); 

including enabling users to approve and authorize the invoice based on 
respective invoice handling privileges assigned by the customer to the user (column 10, 
lines 32-56; column 11, lines 6-23; column 13, lines 21-36); 

invoice information includes an invoice identifier and amount of money billed 
under the invoice and where a complete copy of the invoice can be accessed (Figure 
1 1 ; column 14, lines 48-54) 

where an identifier is processed to determine if users have invoice approval and 
authorization privileges (column 11, lines 6-23); 

transmitting over the communications network from the second customer 
computing unit to the biller entity payment remittance information including data 
selected from the set consisting of a credit card number, an authorization to debit a 
bank account, wire transfer information, direct deposit information and an indication that 
a check will be mailed (Figure 1 1 ; column 1 4, lines 48-54); 

wherein the invoice is associated with a given category selected from a plurality 
of categories, the invoice handling privileges assigned by the customer entity to the first 
user being associated with respective categories and including invoice approval 
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privileges with the given category (column 2, lines 5-16 and lines 43-49; column 10, 
lines 27-56; column 11, lines 6-23; column 13, lines 10-36). 

Virgin does not specifically disclose detecting granting of payment of the invoice 
only when the first user has approved the invoice via the first input option and the 
second user has authorized payment of the invoice via the second input option. 

Virgin discloses enabling invoicers to view the payment status, such as partially 
approved and approved within the multi-level rule-based routing process (column 2, 
lines 43-54). 

Further, Ludwig discloses detecting granting of payment of the invoice only 
when the first user has approved the invoice via the first input option and the second 
user has authorized payment of the invoice via the second input option (pages 1-22, 
specifically such as page 14, paragraph 96; page 19, paragraph 124; page 21, 
paragraphs 137 and 139; page 22, paragraph 143). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the authorization process for an online invoice as disclose by Virgin to adapt the 
use of detecting granting of payment by an invoicer as disclosed by Ludwig. The 
motivation would be to provide a means of tracking the progress of obtaining invoice 
approvals and a paid invoice where the invoicer is not required to take the active step of 
reviewing the status (Virgin requires active viewing of approval/authorization steps 
whereas Ludwig provides automatic notification of each successive 
approval/authorization step through to payment complete). 
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Regarding claims 97-1 1 2, Virgin discloses a process for granting payment of an 
invoice over a network, the invoice having been issued by a biller entity to a customer 
entity (columns 1-14; particularly column 3, lines 52-58), said process comprising: 

a) accessing via a computer information on the invoice (column 3, lines 52-58); 
where an identifier is processed to determine if users have invoice approval and 

authorization privileges (column 11, lines 6-23); 

transmitting over the communications network from the second customer 
computing unit to the biller entity payment remittance information including data 
selected from the set consisting of a credit card number, an authorization to debit a 
bank account, wire transfer information, direct deposit information and an indication that 
a check will be mailed (Figure 1 1 ; column 1 4, lines 48-54); 

wherein the invoice is associated with a given category selected from a plurality 
of categories, the invoice handling privileges assigned by the customer entity to the first 
user being associated with respective categories and including invoice approval 
privileges with the given category (column 2, lines 5-16 and lines 43-49; column 10, 
lines 27-56; column 11, lines 6-23; column 13, lines 10-36). 

b) transmitting from the customer entity to the biller entity a first data element 
indicating that the invoice has been approved by a first user associated with the 
customer entity (column 2, lines 43-61; column 14, lines 20-59); 
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c) transmitting from the customer entity to the biller entity a second data element 
indicating that payment of the invoice has been authorized by a second user associated 
with the customer entity (column 2, lines 43-61; column 14, lines 20-59); 

Virgin does not disclose transmitting from the customer entity a first data element 
indicating that the invoice has been approved by a first user associated with the 
customer entity and transmitting from the customer entity to the biller entity a second 
data element indicating that payment of the invoice has been authorized by a second 
user associated with the customer entity. 

However, Virgin does disclose enabling invoicers to view the payment status, 
such as partially approved and approved within the multi-level rule-based routing 
process (column 2, lines 43-54). 

Further, Ludwig discloses transmitting from the customer entity a first data 
element indicating that the invoice has been approved by a first user associated with the 
customer entity and transmitting from the customer entity to the biller entity a second 
data element indicating that payment of the invoice has been authorized by a second 
user associated with the customer entity (pages 1-22, specifically such as page 14, 
paragraph 96; page 19, paragraph 124; page 21, paragraphs 137 and 139; page 22, 
paragraph 143). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the authorization process for an online invoice as disclose by Virgin to adapt the 
use of notifying a biller of invoice authorization progress as disclosed by Ludwig. The 
motivation would be to provide a means of tracking the progress of obtaining invoice 
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approvals where the invoicer is not required to take the active step of reviewing the 
status (Virgin requires active viewing of approval/authorization steps whereas Ludwig 
provides automatic notification of each successive approval/authorization step). 

Regarding claims 113-115, Virgin discloses a method for electronically 
presenting and granting payment of invoices (columns 1-14; particularly column 3, lines 
52-58), comprising: 

a) generating at a biller entity an invoice for a service rendered to a customer 
entity (column 3, lines 54-56; Figure 4); 

b) making information on the invoice electronically available to the customer 
entity (column 3, lines 54-62); 

c) enabling at least two users associated to the customer entity to complete 
respective stages of a multi-stage invoice handling process (column 2, lines 5-16 and 
lines 43-54; column 1 0, lines 25-56; column 1 1 , lines 6-23); 

wherein the multi-stage handling process includes a first and second stage. 

Virgin does not disclose transmitting over a communications network from each 
of said at least two users to the biller entity a respective data element indicating that the 
respective stage of the multi-stage invoice handling process has been completed. 

However, Virgin does disclose enabling invoicers to view the payment status, 
such as partially approved and approved within the multi-level rule-based routing 
process (column 2, lines 43-54). 
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Further, Ludwig discloses transmitting over a communications network from each 
of said at least two users to the biller entity a respective data element indicating that the 
respective stage of the multi-stage invoice handling process has been completed 
(pages 1-22, specifically such as page 14, paragraph 96; page 19, paragraph 124; page 
21, paragraphs 137 and 139; page 22, paragraph 143). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the authorization process for an online invoice as disclose by Virgin to adapt the 
use of notifying a biller of invoice authorization progress as disclosed by Ludwig. The 
motivation would be to provide a means of tracking the progress of obtaining invoice 
approvals where the invoicer is not required to take the active step of reviewing the 
status (Virgin requires active viewing of approval/authorization steps whereas Ludwig 
provides automatic notification of each successive approval/authorization step). 

Response to Arguments 

Examiner acknowledges receipt of Affidavits filed with the amendment submitted 
on May 1 , 2007 and January 1 7, 2008. While the examiner thanks the Applicant for the 
Affidavits as filed, Applicant is reminded of the requirements for swearing behind a 
reference used as prior art, the primary requirements set forth in sections 715 and 2138 
of the MPEP. Section 715 provides the basic requirements for swearing behind a 
reference. Examiner specifically points to sections 2138.01 and 2138.06 as it relates to 
the deficiencies of the presently submitted Affidavits in establishing attorney and 
engineering due diligence from the time of the prior art reference date (April 3, 2001 ) 
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and the filing of the present application (April 30, 2001), where applicant must account 
for the entire time period for which diligence is required, where the time period must be 
accounted for by affirmative acts or acceptable excuses (see below). For purposes of 
expeditiously pointing to the relevant portions of MPEP in addressing the deficiencies of 
the present Affidavits, the portions of MPEP below are provided. 
2138.06 [R-ll "Reasonable Diligence" 

The diligence of > ^ v s ( 10 '< >/* relate- to rea-sonaMe "attome> -diligence and 
■^ngtieenng-dligeiice^A>o:? \ Bmdk? 27uF 2d 3^o 3 Q " 12-ISPQ215 216 
tC CPA 1959)). which, does not lequae tliat "an ai\entoi or h*> uttome\ di op all other 
work ard eoncenti ate on the pairieular im ention lm oh e J ' Emcr\ v Ron Jul 1 nS 
UsPQ2(>4 26S(Bd Pat Irter 19^4} 



CRITICAL PERIOD FOR ESTABLISHING DILIGENCE BETW EEN ONE 
HO ^ AS FIRST TO CONCEIVE BIT LATER TO REDUCE TO 
PRACTICE THE INYEMIOX 

The critical penod tor diligence for a first coiicener bat second reducer begins not at the 
time of conception of the first concern er but just pnor to the entry in the field oi die parrs 
who wa« first to reduce to practice and continues until the first coriceiser reduces to 
pracuee Hull \ Dii\ export, 9U F 2d 10?. Ho. 33 USPQ 5Uf>. 508 (CCPA 1^3 7i 
clack of diligence from the rnie of conception to the tune mimedidteh preceding the 
conception vlnte of the second concern er b not regaided a* of importance except as it 
iiffi ha\e a beaimg upon his subsequent acts Wkst senes the entry date into the 
field of a first reducer is dependent upon wliat is being reled on by the first reducer, e g . 
conception plus leasonable diligence to reduction to practice < Ft m ^ ^ ir- 2 i 
lSPQ2d r?l, r?4 iBd Put App 6c Intel Ewn v Rvmlen. lsSFSPQ 

2u4 2o8tBd Pat Intel 1""4>\ an actuah eduction to piac'ice or a constructs e 
l eduction to practice by the filing of either a I" s application tReb^tot k \ Fiouret. 1°1 
LSPQ 342 345tj3dPat Intel 10"^) oi tefcmce uponpiiorirs undei ^ f Si' k"of 
a foreign application -Ji^n^ \ Appe»:c8et . 1"7 1 SPQ 332. 339 iBd Pat Intel 19 7 lt 
'cham of priorities under 3? I. s C 11^ and 12f>. priority under _o L S C 11" denied 
for failure to supply certified copy of the foreign application duii% pendency of the 
a] 'plication filed ratlin Hie twelfth months 
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THE ENTIRE PERIOD DURING WHICH DILI GEN CE IS REQUIRED 
Ml ST BE ACCOUNTED FOR B\ EITHER AFFIRM \TIYE \t TS OR 
ACC EFT ABLE E\Cl SES 

A_i a jphcaiit iri^t amount foi the entre pe kx! diam_ whdi diligence is lerjmeu G> > At 
x St i mA>n 3^ F 2d t'OS 91° 1^' UsPg o!4 o4> (CCPA i%M sMeich statorg 
t iat theie weie 10 weeks oi mont is that the l ^ ent on was not w oiked on is not 
enough.) /> te Hcn\ ^ F 2d s>2t» *>2- 142 USPQ 1&4 16o (CCP\ W641 
( statement Liat the subject inalei "w as dilicenis i educed to pncti^e" i- not a -howmg 
but a nicie plcddrsii A 2-dd\ penoC la^kiig aeti\n ha been held to ^e fatal If if 
MAk. "10 F 2d 1^42 21 U ISPQ^18^ 10^ (Fed (i 19S*H : ~t T R i P 

isMie) Fitzge-,iA\ -it hi 2(^F2d"M "no 122 I SPQ ^0 ^2 iCCPA 1°^) 
(Less tlkin i month of ctn. its dmsig cnticdpenod Efrbrtb to exploit indention 
<x mi ~eicialh do no + constitute Cikgei ee in leduciny it ro \ lactiee Ar actual i eduction k 
pneti<_e in Lie cise of a desi2n for i thee- dimensional a 1 tide reqiaie- 1 lat it slioiild *>e 
ernodie Im-ume strctiiie orhei tiaia leie diaw-L gl k^culh Sevlc, l^F2l 
Q So ^9; 81 T SP(j "5^5 it>Q(CCP\ 1 04 o)(Dfcerceieri ores tliatappk ants mi^t'te 
specific as to dates anc 1 £ cts t 

The period dunrg <\hd\ diligence is leq ared mus* be ae<.omred for K eitliei affirmative 
acfcoi acceptableexcu.es &! toe* \ Fhutet 1 Q H sPCj M2 "4MBd Pat Inter 

Rttsct \ V."un„ 225 F 2d 41 9 42M1S I SPQ 96. lOO^CCPA 1":S> 
iBeuiii 1 st to leduce to oiacticc \ art} uuuot o e\ail miless he 1 as shown that he was 
fii-t to concede <. nd tiiat „ e exeicised reasoi_ajle diligence dm in. the cntical period from 
1u>t pi ioi to opponents entrv mro the field) OntUth t Kt rrcnhn i> Mo F 2d ^24 2 
I SPQ2d 1361 'Fed Cii 1 U S") (Coir geneialh "euewed cases <ji exudes foi 
macn t\ inclining \acatio i extended b\ iS health and dailv ph de nands and held lack o + 
unrveisin funding and peiso^Lnel aie not acceptal le excises » Lit ^ff<, Kt i Eiut " " 
F 2d "2 1^0 I SPQ> 11- (CCPA 1 ^t) /biidgeta -\ knits and a\ t ilabihh of ancikiK toi 
testily not ysacieniK described) \lc< imi B .« oi 20 1 F 2d "41 "4 l 971 SPQ 
31S 323(CCPAlc^3t^ olmiL nh L ynig asicie m\ eir i\ e cork, epr in pm -ut of othe* 
pio]e*.s is generalx i tt < n , cteptible excuse atthoi-g, the i e max be caciiii tances 
cieating exceptions) ■i>J^<-nu\ Cto* rJ\v 1 52 T SPQ 504 5 12 tBd Pa' I.fei 
l°c^) (piepa ation of luutine penodic lepoit^ co\eimz ai a^omplishn eiits of the 
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lajoratorv ii&ixfficiexJ: to sho/u cifceiiee} \ Ji'tksr R>~ I SPQ 4o". 4~2-^ {Bd. 
Pa' x.Hei 196S) v appkvaot anpiopeih darned te^t dat-t sheers to accumulate to d 
sufficient airount to iustit\ niteiteims with equipment tl en in ise on a*iotlie: project) 
Jft \a i V/rr/ n USPg 404 4^8 (Bd Pat Irrei 1^1) i [\cx*\ ibreeted 
tow ard the i eduction to pi ictice oi a genus does no* est iblisli p> una * i ic diligence 
toward the i eduction to piaUice ot ,i «peaes embraced b\ said yeius ~) J><m> . \ 
AppefizJia. r 7 lSPQ5?2 340-1 (Bd Pat Inter 1 Q ^1> \itlio.igh 1 i> pos Ible tkat 
piten'ee eeukl ha\ e ledi ced die sr ention to pi ictice el a shorter tane relying on stock 
items lathei than h\ designing a particular piece of.iaidwaie patentee exeicised 
leasona ile dOigerce to ~ecuc the leqimed aardwaie o actualh i educe the attention o 
piac'ice * deciding the question ot diigeike f is s-maten-tl that the naentoi ma\ iiot 
h&\ e taken the expeditious course ) 



Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Jennifer 
Liversedge whose telephone number is 571-272-3167. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30 AM - 5 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kambiz Abdi can be reached at 571-272-6702. The fax number for the 
organization where the application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see <http://pair-direct.uspto.gov> . Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Jennifer Liversedge 

Examiner 

Art Unit 3692 

/Kambiz Abdi/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3692 



